
elf. fwithout becoming-- , liable further
This is well illustrated by the finding

i 3Ire Aih !5cn Topeka
. .. U...U miG,iuu V WUl, .
that Gulling nave- - judgment again t
the,,Pollocks, and .Powell . for f
amount due on his note and mortrpgji
If the space left for this In thitfuda?. f,banta he

Washoe, , County Bank --had. succeeded
to the interest of plajntiSt, thereupon
rested. That Martin Guhing offered
and evidence and proof
and, thereupon rested &ri- that Henry
Ande jn, Washoe Coiil. Bank an--

'th defndants and each- them, hav-
ing submitted evidence .tad proofs hi
support .of ,the issuesmaile by them
in their answers, the case, ..was submitted

to the court." The fair in-

ference from the --language and from
the. fact that: he was first .to submit
proofs i that he introduced evidence
to support the allegations of. his ans-
wer which averred the execution and
non-payme- of hla mortgage, but that
he; did.) not offer ajry .in . relation, to
other facts alleged in the answer, nf

matter., which one defendant may al-

lege against a. and that
no answer or reply thereto Is required
it "would still oe a t dangerous preca-den- t,

which we would be reluctant to
establish, to hold that the statute de-
nies fora facts not al-

leged against him but-state- i in the
answer, of another . defendant to 'the
complaint, or that an issue would, ne
"lsed against a by the
mere filing without service of an and-we- r.

containing new? matter alleged
against the. complaint of the plaintiff.
The answer of. Washoe County. Bank
in ' the former suit not having been
served-upo- n Gulling, and he having
31ed no demurrer, answer or reply to
it, which would .have been a waiver

Jetween San Francisco and Chicago
, yi$ Albuquerque, and, KanascCjty, v

'

8UPREME COURT DECISION.
N THE SUPREME COURT OF THE

STATE OF NEVADA. ".

tosan Gulling, Cxecturix, and Charles
Gu4linfl, -- Executor of-t- he Estate of

GulHajdeceased.:'? .s---

r; Respondents - f- -

Vashoe County Bank, 'r'r. ;.'?
j i Appellant; 'i
Messrs Goodman and Webb, Dodge and

Parker, , Attorneys for - Respondent.
Messrs Cheeney and Massey, Attor-

neys for ApDllant. "
.: OPINIOr

-- Ob March' li,.'l93fc James ..Pollock,
hi wife Delia and Daniel Powell,, who
ire admitted to have been the owners
atrthat time, executed to B. TI. Stein-aia- n

and C; as trustees,
, deed for certain "property near
Reno , to , secure . the payment-o- f a
promiscry note of the same date'giv-en--

by the - Pollocks an1 Powell to
Farmers and. Mechanics Savings Bank,
ef Sacramento for ?s,000 and interest.
This, deed directed, the trustees ia
case of default in payment, to seil

Sneed GomfoHand1 Elena rice's
Pullman';, ?ndi Dining Service Unsurpassed. ; ;

"""Passingilhrough the Grandest Scenery of the West
7F WPrince,(Agcnt, 641Market St. San Francis o Cal

f

'i :
t

Sacramento Saloon
V

o

.always on tap, Including imported
domestic goods.

ANDY TODD, Prop.
The best of liquid refreshments

and
, -

J

Good Cigar3 are ft part our stock. i . p. r
You never make a mistake at the old corner.

;..
. :

"I

s

Eagle Market
Our Meats are the best, if you are not
satisfied with the place you are trading
call on usOur mbtto is "TheBest."
A pleased patron means a steady customer

The Eagle Market

ment has been niled, or if the court
has made a decree of foreclosure itfavor of Gulling, both would have bee
void against the Pollocks and Powell
for lack of. service as Is the judgment
against: tnem based on the trustees
sale and it has been held that if one
of the parties, to a judgment is not
bound, the other is not. They had
been served - by the Savings - Bank
with; coElplaint. or, summons seeking
the foreclosure of the trust deed and
filed a demurrer. For the purpose ot
that complaint and o the extent of Ttt
demands they were in court or were
bound, but a judgment against the.--

the amount or foreclosure of the
Gulling note and mortgage, when theyhadnof been served with pleading or
process , regarding these would have
been void. The court has jurisdiction

the subject matter of all questions
involved in this litigation, but cf the
parties no further than they presented
themselves or were served with pi
ings or process or waived service or
issues. If a complaint and summons

a demand for one thousand dollars
served upon a defendant, a Judg-

ment for ten thousand would be void,
because the district court would have
jurisdiction over ' him to the extent

only one thousand, while as far a
subject matter is , concerned, it has
jurisdiction in any amount. "

The facts were quite different and
principal Involved distinguishable

. Maples .v.. Geller, 1 Nev., 236-- .

Thfeie an answer which did not de
mand judgment upon new matter was
filed to the complaint but not served.
The question was not between co-d- e

fendants. The court said that the
filing of the answer. ave it jurisdic
tion over the defendant. . Stripped of
dicta that decision propertly dete
mined that the filing of an answer

the complaint without service pre- -'

vents a judgment for the nlaintitf
default. While here we hold that

property rights cannot be lost or ad-

judicated upon an answer or pleading
by a defenaant seeking affirmative re-
lief on new facts against a
ant without service or an issue r
waiver.

Questions are presented upon the
record . in this case whether or not,
under the provisions of the practise
act of this State, the answers filed
by Martin Gulling and the Washoe
County Bank in the suit instituted by
the Farmers'' and Mechanics' Savings
Bank, in so far as .they sought affir-
mative relief against
are answers as contemplated by our
statute,vor whether they are in fact
equitable cross-bill- s.

. If . the lattsr,
whether , or not, under the, , practice
act," they are perrinlsstole pleadings,
and further if permissible pleadings,
whether or not the dismissal of the.
plaintiffs complaint would , not re-

quire the dismissal of the entire pro-
ceeding. These questions, "however,
under the view we have taken of this
case, are not deemed necessary t4??e,
determined. . ...

The judgment and order of the dis-
trict court are affirmed.

' - 3 h Talbot, J.
Concur: '

Norcross, J. , ,
Dissent:

Fitzgerald, C. J.
- Filed Nov, 28, li.J: U-iW- Douglass,

Clerk.
By J. W. Legate, .

-. --

.'Deputy:4'

fceOUti U44 lifcw--'

MILLARD CATIJN

Hauling,
Freighting

Drayinii

Trunks and Bagoo--

taken to and delivered v
alU trains.-- . ' . .. v

T ' ....... ' .... 1

' o .

ANNUAL STATEMENT
Of The State Life Insurance Company

Indianapolis. Ind.
Capital (paid rp) ...... none
Assets (admitted) ..... 3,160,083 31

Liabilities, exclusive of
tal and net surplus jt.615,497 63

Income -

Premiums ... ', 46,90 77
Other sources 197,125 01
Total income, 1S04 . ; . . . 2,224,032 78

Expenditures
Losses ' v v ..-:- ;. i 300.902 69--

If. j j j. 65,240 11
Other , expenditures 1050 ios 7

IN THE DISTRICT. COURT OF THE

.

'

' ii

Ndtic of Application for Permisstan
!to; Appropriate the Public Waters of

.

j.iam State '.of Noy4a;ui Vir-s- - !.

Notice is hereby r iren that on ,th
13th day o Sept, 1905 in accordance;- -

with Section 23. Chanter. XLVL of the

THE 8TATE.,OF NEVADA,
"I In anri nr tk Cnunttf. nf nrmchv.'

e 'Marion W. Bulkley, Plaintiff
.. . , '

Jftunh'W n!Rilllrlaijl V Defendant i ;

Statutes of. 1905, one Philip .V. MigbeU ; mgs
; Bank " - undef the trust deod,

aad..rmiOjflAea,- - StCfthenlbr avoiding any .t..Ttai-.vtaBtt-

Cbuaty of rOrmaby; tand SUteot NeJiwith the plaiatiftAjbut-h- e alleged
vada, made application to the8tate' tne execution ,of. the mortgage to him
Engineer 6f Nevada for permissioa to? (by the PoMocks and jrowell, that other
appropriate the'imblie waters of the persons claimed "an Interest In the

service, we feel constrained to held
that -- it raised no' issue against him,
and.,. if we t concede for the purposes
here that denial by statute without
any pleading in reply is "sufficient bo- - for
tweea ; ' such 1 denial
flight; not. to; become operative before

-- ery ice. White v. Patton, 87, Cal. 151;
Jipments v. Davis, IX Ind., 631. To
rld otherwise or establish a different of

nractice, might cause litigants to suf
a great injustice. An answer to

complaint ought to be served upon
tiie plaintiff but if it is not he.mav

expecting it,' or to secure a de
fault he could not" obtain judgment on
wuhout being aware cf it, and would is
not be likely to go to trial without
being prepared to meet the statutory
denial in hi3 behalf of any new mat-
ter it alleged. It is different between of

Usually their interests
are not adverse, except to the pla'n- -

tiff, and one defendant may not ix- -

pect that another defendant will set the
a cause of action and seek a Judg in

ment against him, and if be does he
should not be required to watch the
court records as Gulling could have
done for over four months after hi3
answer was filed to ascertain whether
any of his filed a cross-complai-

against him, in order that
answer was filed, to ascertain whether
be might be prepared to meet it. Un-
til he is warned by service of the to
pleading and demand or waives ser-
vice or issue, he ought not to . be by
bound by any judgment based upon it.

If the Farmers' and Mechanics' Sav-
ings Bank instead .of the, Washoe
County Bank had bought the property

the trustees', sale and relied upon
its purchase, necessarily it would have
plcbded the fact by supplemental
complaint,; and they would not have
been considered denied by Gulline;'-answe- r

to the original complaint, and
without-- - service upon or waiver of
service by him,-

- a valid judgment bas
ed upon factsjccurring after he haJ
been served with -- the original com
plaint and filed . his answer thereto,
could not have been taken by default
against him. In Mitchess v. Mitche 1.

79 P. , 50, . 28 Nev., we . set. aside the
action of the district court whereby

granted a plaintiff relief not d
manded in the complaint served upon
the defendant. r .That was pursuant to
statute, hut there, ia no more reason
for holding a defendant, liable on a
judgment based on a cross-complai-

or pleading of a without
service, than on one.resting on a com
plaint, of , a. plaintiff,- - which - has-- ; not
been served., .Ia . neither ease, .should
the rights of .the parties be. .concluded
without service or a waiver thereof.'

It is said that service of the answer I
of the Washoe County-Ban- k will he
presumed, fif necessary to .support the I
Judgment. "The judgment .. roll and
tne papers- - in tne nrst case were
introduce foB' 'the ' trial animate
broeght --here 4nt. restatement on ap- -

peal,.,and. the.Heaae.repts. jnpoai them
and not upon , presumptions, and the
burden 'of establishing estoppel' Is uu-o- n

the efeneanti Jf any admlBsm
or . affidavit; of service rnwaa t made it
should.be among those papera but none
appears and therefore , we must con
elude that the answer wasr not served.

The return of the Sheriff and recital
in the findings "Indicate thai., Gulling
was .served jrith summons, . and the
findings state that in due time he

and filed his answer to the
complaint. Under these circumstan-
ces further service will not be pre--

'sumedvw Gatpin Page, 18 Wall, 366.
Beyond that appellants answer in

the present case does not .allege th u
the answer of . Washoe County. Bank
was served upon Gulling in the other
suit , and is .defective in this vital re
spect. Its allegations follow the facts
disclosed by the record of the former
action which show no service, ani
it states the conclusion that ,by the
filing of the former answer an issue
was raised against Gulling. x

Numerous cases are cited by appel
lant halding that by going to trial on
new matter alleged in the answer with
out a reply thereto,.-- reply Is waived
even In states where the statute pro
vides for one.; If this be the rule. or
dinanly in actions between . a
plaintiff and defendant or where
by - cross complaint new mat
ter 'is alleged against a co-d- e

fendant, and the latter appears
and Introduces evidence In regard to it

Hk tbe nresent one where the t.o--

defendant is in court for other pur
poses and the answer is in reply to
the complaint and does not state M9
new facts as a cross-complai- or
cause of action against the
ant, is not served or replied to by him,
and ha introduce no evidence con- -

cprninp- - It. and other narties nartlci-

note in the trial. There betne no ser--

vice upon Gulling, no demurrer, an
wer, reply or testimony by him la re-

lation thereto,-th- e allegations in the
answer of Washoe County Bank sta:-in-e

ih' facta in relation to the sale
J&tfdaobjr-th- e trustees which con
trolled i the court' and which are. ai- -

rectedV against-th- e complaint and .not
lagdnot Gnlling are too slender!

- a'l
thteaa to sustain the Judgment against
himr As respondent contends. , h i

Washoe County ilank. The findings of
and decree in that action disposed tf J

the claims of these, other defendants
and found, and declared that .the sale
and deed made by the trustees was in
accordance with- - the ' terms of the
trjist deed and that by such sale and
deed, all the interest the property
was conveyed to Washoe County Bank
clear of Gulling's; mortgage, and that
the latter was entitled to a judgment
against the Pollocks and 'Powell for fer
tue amount due on his note but not

a degree of foreclosure. The find-

ings recite that "defendant Gulling be
was made a party to the action and
was duly served with process therein,
and in due time filed his answer to
plaintiff's complaint, but it does not
appear that there was any other ser-
vice upen him, or issue made that
rendered him liable beyond the alle-
gations and demands of the complaint,
orthatwould cut off his right by reason

the sale by the trustees which did
not take place until after he had filed up
his answer. The court xound in both
actions , that $8,800.00, estimated to

tue amount due tue armers and
Mechanics Bank and notes held by
"Washoe County ank against - the
Pollocks and Powe.t for $5,200.00 un-
secured after the execution of the
mortgage to Gulling, consituted the
consideration" expresseu ' at $14,000.00
for the deed from them to Washoe
County Bank, and that the property
was wortu about that sum at the date
of the trustees' sale anu the time of
the trial

A blank space In the decree in the
first action for judgment; in, the
amount owing by . the Pollocks and at
Powell to Gulling on his note and
mortgage remains unfilled. The case
now before the Court was brought by
Martin Gulling on June 9, 1902 against
Washoe County Bank. as grantee to
foreclose . his . mortgage so executed
on the premises by the Pollocks and
Powell before they deeded to defend- -

ant, and is now prosecuted, by the rep
resentatives ,,of his testate. .. The de
fendant pleads ay way of estoppel,
the judgment in the former action and
claims that by it Gulling was, and his
executors are' barred, and ; foreclosed
of all right to proceed against Washoe it
County Bank. . The. district court vm
of the opinion that in the 'earlier suit
it did not have jurisdiction to make
the judgment effective in quieting the
title of appeajlant .against Gulling,
and it has now entered , a decree of
foreclosure and sale to satisfy nis
mortgage, from which this appeal ia
takenN . ; ..,,..,,. vv

The important questions under the
record and- - elaborate "and Interesting
briefs are whether .the. matters re-
lating to the trustees'. 'safe determin- -

ed in- the former action Were within
the issues as between Stalling and
anoellant . and if ther were not.
whether he waived1 tho framing of
issues -- so. that, he heeame - bound by
the decree; Thei.Mcta ; Mated , i tho
complaint of Tarmers and. Mechanics
Savings ' Bank-averia- g the execution
of the trust deed were sot denied' by
any of .. the parties a The sUtnte, - at
least in favpr of the. plaintiff, raisad
denials of the facts alleged in Gul-ling- 's

answer.'. 'These were inv regard
to the execution and non-payme- rf
his-- , mortgage an4 did net relate .to
the trustees .sale , which took place
arter nis answer naa oeen niea. ana,
therefore, if any issue existed re
garding this sale it must have been
founded on the answer of the Wa&hoe
County -Bank. On 7ca " oehalf - it - is .

urged that the answers of Gulling
and the Bank made a direct issue of
his right to have the , property said
to pay his debts, but this is dealing
with conclusions and not with ' facts
upon which issues are based. - Gulling
did not raise any issue regarding th3
trustees sale for his only answer was I

filed before the sale and before the
ahswer of the 'Washoe County Bank
in; which it was alleged, and did not
mention the name of the latter.

On behalf of appellant it is urged
that the only pleadings provided or al-

lowed by the Practice Act for the al-

legation of facts are a complaint by
tfye plaintiff and an answer by a de-
fendant, and . that in determining the
rights of between them
selves an answer is the only pleading
permissable and that its allegations
are deemed denied by statute, when
A '.j.i. m a.
it, states a cause oi action against a

the same as if ,it relates
new matter against a plaintiff. For
respondent a different .view is taken
and it is claimed that-unde- r Rose v.
Treadway, 4 Nev., x460 and other
Cases cited, that, ordinarily the de-
fendants in an action are not as be-
tween themselves adversary parties,
that they .become such only when one
nies a" pleading m the nature or a
cross-complai- nt seeking affirmative
relief against another, that when this
is done they lose their identity as
defendants and ,or ; the 'purposes r of
the. cross-complai- nt' assume 'itHe? re--

lation - 0l4lntifsi an dafendaiL
that tk ovk agaiasl w ifcft atJie
ComplaHnt is 'filed "Is of necessttyf en
titled to all the rights of aifafver-sar- y

including that pf Jbenjg'sjSeivad
With, and of having an opportunity f
pieading . to the; cross-complaint- ," and
that the statutes - naving' failed to
designate the methods of pleading be
tween equity . practice

! Action brought in the District Ccwt
1 of the First Judicial District V th- -!

State of Nevada, Ormsby County, aad
' the complaint filed in the said countv.

and headgate and five cubic feet per
second. is to be conveyed to points
WKaWjT S.W of se'cUon llj

the property at Sacramento- - after giv
ing-uuuee- 10 .apply iau pruceeug .in
satisfaction, of. the note and. costs of
sale and .to pay any excess to the to

j - -grantors.
On August 31,- - 1895, the Polioclts.

and Powell executed, to Martin Gulling
a mortgage on the same premises for
$2,082.60, and interest, thereon troni
that date at eight per cent per annum,
which is sought to he foreclosed in
thi3 action and which specified ths
it was given subject to the tntst deed.
On February 23, 189 the Pollocks and
Powell conveyed their interest in the of
property to Washoe County Bank for
a stated consideration of fl4,000.0',
which comprised the amount of $8,- -

800, estimated to be due to the Farm-
ers

be
and Mechanics Bank of Sacram-

ento on the note secured by the trust
deed and $5,200 due from the Pollocks
and Powell to the Washoe , County
Bank on unsecured notes which were

i surrendered to them. On February
26, 1897, the Farmers and Mechanics'
Savings Bank commenced suit to re-
cover the amount due on its note stat-
ed at $8,639.73, and for a forclosure of
the trust deed and sale to satisfy that
amount against- - the Pollocks, Powell,
Thomas E. Haydor, Henry Anderson,
John Doe, Richard Roe, Michael Doe,
B. U. Steinman and C, H. Cummings
Neither Martin Gulling nor the Wash-- ,
oe County Bank were named as par-- i
ties in the complaint, but; both were

s served with summons under the ficti-- I
cibus designations of defendants who
were alleged to have some title, claim

s or interest which was second and sub-
ordinate- to the right of the. Farmers'
and- - Mechanics Bank arising from the
trust deed. . On March 8, 1897 Martin
Gulling- - filed in that action
in which the name of Washoe County
Bank" is not , mentioned Ui the title,
hody. or , prayer., , It stated, that is
allegations were made ' in obedience
to summons therein issued and served

;upoH himand ' answering the xom- -

laint? therein." In this answer ue
admitted the priority . of tne claim of
th Firmm

premises which was subsequent to'His
mortgage and-h- e askew for judgment
against , thef. morgagors. for,.principal
interest: and, attorney, fees," for the
usual decree of sale, that the-proceef-

be apipHed' ifirst to he satisfaction at
anyr judgment - which ; Farmer' , and
Mechanica Bank., might: obtain,, and
second .to the payment of any judg:
ment he might recover, that he have
execut ion for any deficiency against th i.

bollocks. anA'Powoil.-an- d tthat .they,
liomas B. Haydon, Henry, Anderson;
B JJ. Steinman and C. H. Cummings
and all persons' claiming-under- " them
subsequent ,jto the executioa of-- hi

mortgage be barred aad foreclosed of'all right, claim : . or, , equity ; ot re-

demption.
" " ' " " '".': v

On March 20, 1897; twelve hays after
Gulling filed his answer, Steinman and
Cummings, acting .as trustees and af-

ter, notice given, sold the, property t
the court house loor at Sacramento
to the Washoe County Bank for 9,100
the amount due the !arm'era'. and
Mechanics Bank on. the. note secured
by the trust deed and . the sum esti-
mated for costs. Over four months
later and on July r--., 1897, Washoe
County Bank filed its ahswer without
naming Gulling in tn, title, and pre-
faced its ..averments, with, therecital
. at "as reauired by summons served
oh said Bank 'and answering1- - said
summons and tne complaint filed in
said action" it made Us v auegatiqas
settina out the execution o,the trust
deed,, the , sale thereunder and tle
deeds from Steinman and Cummliigs

f as trustees and front the Pollocks and
Powell to Washoe County Bank-.Thes- e

facts, and-the- controlled the court
later in its .'deciaUH .in'that rcase. do
not purport to be stated against Gull
ing. But directly after tnetr state-
ment as so alleged 'in answer to the
Complaint, follows an .allegation in the
nature . .of la. conclusion . of . law,
"that the equities of all the other de-
fendants, including Gulling, were fore-close- d

and barred,'! and a demand fpr
a decree accordingly against. them, and

'
the, plaintiff. . This answer does not
in any part of ' it' purport to allegeas
a --cross complaint or in terms as
against Gulling the sale under' the
trust deed by the .trustees to Washoe
Countv Bank., nor does it appear to
have been served upon him. He filed

1 no demurrer,; answer, or jrepIy. tP it.-an-i

me recorq . inujcates mat ne oner 3a
notvjdence regarding ft.

14, .1898 The nlaintiff. I armers' and
Mechanics' Savings Bank, and the def
fendants, Washoe County Bank Gullf
ing and Anderson, each appeared by
counsel and Haydon in person. It is
stated in t.e findings that the plaintiff
having , before - the hearing made aad
. led a disclaimer, of all interest ia

fcuw, ut an aesussioa taai

i Stkta of, Neradar 8uch application to
I bo made from Ash Cany on creek at
1 nnlnta fn W P! l nf Sw U tJ u4Im:
.XttK ttJZ2lT& - ,li

anM -,aaarcnerue - to enerate
electrical power. The construction
of said works shall begin before June

1906, and shall be completed on r
before Jiiae X',197.s The water shall
be actually applied to beneficial uso
oa er before June 1, 19V. jj i

!c - Signed: - ?

(5 - -- HENY THURTELL,
s a . v;; State Engineer.'4SCHOOL APPORTIONMENT.

STATE .OF NEVADA,

Department of Education,
Office of .Superintendent of Public In-- s

struction,. . , ; ' ,

Carson City, Nevada, July 11, lt?05
To the School Officers of Nevada:

Folowing is a statement of the sec- -

ond semi-annu- al ' apportionmen t v of
School Moneys for 1905, on the; basis
of $6.990202 per census child:
Counties """children Amt.
Churchill :.-,1- 35 $ ' 943 68

Douglass . 317 2,215 JO

Elko .... ,..i;..Si,i2 7,829 ft2
'Esmeralda 1,516 V

Eureka ... 2,719 20

Humboldt j&.
Lander .. ...... V.. '818
Lincoln .

Lyon'.. . .

Nye..'... r
Ormsby .

Storey
Washoe ... .2,412 16,860 26

White Pine .....625 3,669 ft
X.

PTotal f65,9l7 (61

SjbalTatt kas raCrl u&Ta
tailor oaado

iin the office of the Clerk of said Div
.. cu.t - , '

A. D..1905 .;''
UMC -- )hL'

THE .. STATE .OF NIKAriASENDar4
GREETING TO

f JOSEPH W. BULKLEY
1,

To are hereby, required to .appear
in an- - action' brought against yba by
the above named FlainfJff, in the;Di

Court of ' the 'first Judicial Dis-

trict of the "State of Nevada,Ormsby
.

County, and answer complaint filed
therein within ten days (exclusive of
the day of service) after the service
on ycu of this Summons' Is,, served ia
said county, or it served out' bf said
County, but within the pistrict, twen
ty days in all other cases forty day
or judgment by default will be takei
against you according to the prayer

l

' i The said action is brought to obtain
the judgment and decree cf this court
that the' bonds cf. matrimony hereto-
fore and now existing and uniting yp i
and said plaintiff to be forever 'annu-le- d

and dissolved upon, the ground that
at divers times and places since, sail
marriage you tiaVeTOtsmUtexL 'aduifry.
With one Kate Cottrell, 'and particular
ly that from about the 9th'day of" Ju lis
1900 to , and including, the, 13th : day

" o. June, 1900? at . the1 Charing "Cross
Hotel in the city, of . London, Ens-- ,

tAit tfwAjt- Anil' inaJAUU ' JUU UfCU auu vuuu'vu
said ; Kate "'CbttWUXf SlTVc-;-:- ;

All of which more fully appears
by complaint as filed hefelnC to which
iou are hereby .referred.f; :';::-'-

1 ' And you are hereby notified that if
jjtou fail to answer the Complaint, '.he
said 'Plaintiff will apply to the Court

GIVBN under my haUd and Seal of(thf
Dtifcg. Opifft of "he first JudiQi
District of the wtata ." of Nevala

Ormsby County, this" 2d day of Decern- -

ber,' in the "year of our Lord on
thousand nine hundred and Five

; H. B. VAN BTTBlf, Clsr.
(S3AL).

WKeita.
Attorney for PlaiatUf.

Total expenditures, 1904
' ; i

v.v...:.-- i,4i$ssBusiness, 1904 !

Risks written 23,276,143 00
Premiums thereon 805.64S 06
Losses incured ; 2 316.885 00

Nevada Business.
msas written 10.004 00
rremnon receivea 2,852 43

I Losses paid ....... A. s : 6.000 00
W. S. Wynn Seeretery.

For the.Vye.t
Tell your friends- - that the colonist

rates are going Into effect March 1st,
1905 and, expire. .Mar, 15, 4905,,, :Tho

frap,, Chicago , IU. .131 JM.' St. Loam
j. l.' 'U-ii-- -- ;t '.U Zk

rtrir r?T''-- . n- jxJ'

iNeo Kansas City, Me Mlaeola,' Tex--
I as and Heustea Texas, $26 M. Rates
j . . . . .

miWT l 'n una pomu ia WOMlOT
- 'nia aad Nevada.

Zmrt: 3T54e aseme atrial on January

tjonld be in court for some purooseicM omus ja., oioux uj. ia fnaaa.

ouv uuofc uwr Mwi; encnt WW
this eity. A number of suite .ma

already been made and taey are por-fo-ct

.fits laerory,; feapo. Cot yoir
measarO takes aad do tt ooforc ttio
host oamplos are como. Bo turtk- -

tooa a Ct or ao for.
must be follow. ' If it he eoncoedod

and not for otners. tie couia,
uoun. as lar mm Pru ur J'r"
lK&llUsl ana aeuiauuB smu vr -

iJ hi t th. .t.t tmi hea ukvh maw
waived time or lade other Issues hknI for tne argument that the statute mm

claimed lor appellant, denies any new


